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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -50 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. In response to Applicant's arguments that Moore does not teach embedding an 
application server address into the information that is sent to the client, refer to the 
discussion of Claim 1. 

3. In regards to Applicant's arguments that Luna fails to remedy the deficiencies of 
Moore. This rejection is respectfully traversed. As stated in the previous office action, 
Moore does not explicitly teach of the limitations of push technology, WAP etc. Luna 
explicitly teaches on these aspects (Paragraph [0017]), thus remedy the deficiencies of 
Moore. Applicant further states that Luna is silent on communicating provisioning 
information that includes addresses of application severs. Applicant is reminded that 
Luna was not rely on for the above stated limitations. 

4. In regards to Applicant's arguments that Dusse is silent in regards to 
cornmunicating addresses of application servers. Applicant is reminded that Luna was 
not relied on for that particular limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2,3,4,5,8„34,46,48,49,47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Moore et al (US 61 12244) hereinafter Moore, and further 
in view of Morimoto et al (US 20020046236) hereinafter Morimoto. 

6. In regards to claims 1 and 47 Moore teaches of : Moore explicitly teaches of 
embedding an application identifier corresponding to the network application, and 
associated application access parameters(Col 1, lines 54-60) transferring the 
provisioning information to at least one mobile terminal in connection with a provisioning 
procedure, into provisioning information; and provisioning the mobile terminal to 
facilitate access to the network application via the application server identified by the 
application server address provided with the provisioning information (Col 2, lines 1-22). 
Moore implicitly teaches of including an application server address. In Col 7, line 1 , 
Moore teaches of client sending a notification receipt to the server, thus inferring that 
the server sent its address to the client. It is also a fundamental concept of 
communication protocols to include both destination and source address when 
transmitting information. For illustration of this fundamental concept. Examiner refers 
Applicant to a fundamental text. Computer Networking, A Top-Down Approach featuring 
the Internet by James F Kurose. For convenience the Examiner has provided relevant 
excerpts in particular Fig 3.4-Fig 3.5. Moore does not explicitly teach of having a 
plurality of application servers. In an analogous art, Morimoto teaches of having a 
plurality of application servers (Fig 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 



Application/Control Number: 09/998,367 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2142 

skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teachings of Morimoto because 
both inventions relates to facilating communication using communication networks. 
One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to 
make the above-mentioned modifications because it would improve the efficiency of the 
system. Having a plurality of application servers would increase the speed at which 
users could access information. 

7. In regards to claim 8, rejection was set forth in previous office action mailed 
3/24/05. 

8. In regards to claim 34 Moores teaches of : a provisioning element to provide one 
or more provisioning files(Col 1, lines 54-57) wherein the provisioning element is the 
server, wherein at least one of the provisioning files includes an application identifier 
corresponding to the target application and application access parameters associated 
with the application identifier(Col 1, lines 54-60), wherein at least one of the application 
access parameters comprises an application server address; and a mobile terminal pre- 
configured to recognize the embedded application identifier upon receipt of the 
provisioning files, and to access the target application at the application server address 
as prescribed by one or more of the application access parameters associated with the 
application identifier(Col 2, lines 1-22). Refer to claim 1 regarding a pluarity of 
application servers and motivation. 

9. In regard to claim 46, Moore teaches of provisioning server to transmit a data 
signal embodied in a carrier wave readable by a mobile terminal (Col 1, lines 54-55)and 
encoding provisioning information, wherein the provisioning information comprises an 
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application identifier corresponding to a standardized network application hosted by a 
application server, and wherein the provisioning information comprises application 
access parameters associated with the application identifier wherein at least one of the 
application access parameters is an application server address of one application 
server in which a mobile terminal recipient of the data signal can access the 
standardized network application(Col 2, lines 1-22). Refer to claim 1 regarding a 
pluarity of application servers and motivation. 

10. In regards to claim 48, Moore teaches of an provisioning file including at least an 
application indentifier corresponding to,,,,, (Col 1, lines 53-67) a user agent configured to 

recognize (Col 2, lines 1-30) but does not explicitly teach of accessing a provisioning 

network. Morimoto teaches on this aspect (Fig 1 ). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teachings of Morimoto 
because both inventions are analgous art. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention would have been motivated to make the above mentioned modifications 
because this would allow a client to retrieve information as oppose to waiting for 
.information to be delivered which in turn would improve the efficiency of the system. 

11. In regards to claim 49, Moore teaches of a memory capable of storing and 

data interface capable of transferring the provisioning file (Col 1, lines 45-67). 

12. In regards to claim 2, Moore teaches of pre-configuring a software module at the 
mobile terminal to recognize the application identifier, and accessing the network 
application via the application server corresponding to the application server address 
using the software module(Col 2, lines 1-22) . 
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1 3. In regards to claim 3, Moore teaches of providing one or more user agents at the 
mobile terminal, and accessing the network application using at least one of the user 
agents that is pre-configured to recognize the application identifier and to utilize one or 
more of the associated application access parameters in accessing the network 
application (Col 2, lines 1-22). 

14. In regards to claim 4, Moore teaches of accessing the network application at the 
addressed application server by the mobile terminal (Col 2, lines 1-22). 

15. In regards to claim 5, Moore teaches of transferring the provisioning information 
comprises transmitting the provisioning information from a provisioning source to the 
mobile terminal via the network (Fig 1). 

16. Claims 6-7, 10-13,14-16,17, 18,19-24,26-27, 30-33,35-39,41-42,44, rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moore and Morimoto as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Luna et al (US 20020123335) 
fiereinafter . 

17. In regards to claims 6-7,10-13,14-16,18,19-24,26-27,30-33,35-39,41-42,44, the 
rejections were set forth in the previous office action mailed 3/24/05. 

18. In regards to claim 17, Moore teaches of configuring the downloaded application 
access user agent to recognize the application identifier (Col 4, lines 60-63, Col 5, lines 
1-5, Fig. 2, item 206). 
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19. Claims 28-29,45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moore and Morimoto as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Dusse. 

20. In regards to claims 28-29,45, the rejections were set forth in the previous office 
action mailed 3/24/05. 

21. Claims 25 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moore and Morimoto as applied to claim 1 and 34 above, and further in view 
ofSigaud(US 6675, 956). 

22. In regards to claims 25 and 40 neither Moore nor Morimoto explicitly teach on the 
limitations. In an analogous art, Siguad teaches of application identifier comprises an 
Internet registered port number (Col 1, lines 50-54^. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teachings of Siguad 
because both inventions are analogous art. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention would have been motivated because this would provide additional 
indentification information which would result in improved efficiency. 

23. Claims 9, 43, and 50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moore and Morimoto as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Duursma et al (US 6643690) hereinafter Duursma. 
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24. In regards to the limitations of claims 9,43, and 50 neither Moore nor Morimoto 
explicitly teach on these aspects. Duursma teaches of a mobile terminal comprising a 
smart card (Col 6, lines 25-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teachings of Duursma because the 
inventions are analgous arts (all relate to client/server systems). One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to make the above 
modifications because it adding a smart card would result in a more efficient and 
versatile mobile device (allowing the user to perform various additional functions). 

Conclusion 

25. This action is non-final. 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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